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The Honorable Luke Messer
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Messer:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) Superfund program will be proposing to add the
Garden City Ground Water Plume site, located in Garden City, Indiana, to the National Priorities List
(NPL) by rulemaking. The EPA received a governor/state concurrence letter supporting the listing of
this site on the NPL. Listing on the NPL provides access to federal cleanup funding for the nation’s
highest priority contaminated sites.

Because the site is located within your Congressional District, [ am providing information to help in
answering questions you may receive from your constituency. The information includes a brief
description of the site, and a general description of the NPL listing process.

If you have any questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Pamela Janifer, in EPA’s Office
of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, at (202) 564-6969. We expect the rule to be
published in the Federal Register in the next several days.

Sincerely,

Mathy Stanislaus
Assistant Administrator
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Congress of the United States

lashngton, DE 20510

June 13, 2013

The Honorable Barack Obama
The President

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Mr. President:

We write to express our continued concern about the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA)
plans to issue greenhouse gas new source performance standards for new fossil fuel-based
electric generating sources. The proposed performance standards would require new coal-fired
power plants to meet the same requirements as new gas-fired power plants — an unprecedented
standard under the Clean Air Act. This blanket standard will discourage the upgrade of existing
sources and effectively prevent the construction of new coal-fired plants. This could prevent the
intended goal of the rule while simultaneously doing much to harm our economy and threaten
the reliability of our electricity supply.

This proposed rule unnecessarily discriminates against coal as part of our country’s energy
portfolio and will dramatically increase the cost of electricity from coal-fired plants. This is the
same electricity that Hoosiers have found more reliable and affordable than most of the country
and that job creators consider a critical part of our state’s attractive business environment.
Families and businesses cannot afford increased energy costs as our nation’s economy continues
to struggle. And our nation cannot afford to implement policies that effectively mandate the use
of more expensive or less reliable fuels for electricity generation, leaving us behind nations such
as China and India who are taking advantage of low-cost coal to meet their energy needs.

Additionally, Indiana is annually among the top ten coal producing states in the nation averaging
32,000,000 to 35,000,000 tons each year. Not only is coal a vital energy source for all Hoosiers,
but the mining industry supports more than 2,500 Hoosier jobs and contributes more than $750
million to our economy. The reserve base for the entire Illinois Basin, which includes Indiana
coal, is over 130 billion tons or 25 percent of total demonstrated coal reserves in the United
States — and is enough to meet entire U.S. coal demands for over 100 years,

Our nation can continue to utilize coal while lowering emissions. New technologies for coal-
based power generation are laying the foundation for advancements in power plant efficiency,
bringing us closer to a future where near-zero emissions from coal are a reality. These
technologies allow us to modernize our existing coal fleet, improve efficiency, and produce low-
cost power for customers. However, as proposed, the EPA rule will effectively prohibit the

)15357
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construction of new plants and eliminate an opportunity to provide economic stimulus to our
nation’s manufacturing and construction sectors.

We respectfully request you to reject the current proposal and instead urge the EPA to amend the
proposed rule to exercise the option available to the agency for differentiating standards based on
fuel type and subcategories and not discriminate against coal as a source for generation. Such an
amendment is essential to create new jobs and strengthen the economy.
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AUG 2 9 2013

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Luke Messer
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Congressman Messer:

Thank you for your letter of June 13, 2013, co-signed by eight of your colleagues, to President Obama
expressing your concerns about the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s proposed New Source
Performance Standards for emissions of greenhouse gases from new fossil fuel-fired power plants. I have
been asked to respond on the President’s behalf.

The EPA received over 2 million comments on the proposed rule, many of which addressed issues related
to technical achievability and to cost. In fact, numerous comments received by the agency addressed the
issue of whether new coal-fired power plants should be required to meet the same standard as that set for
new gas-fired plants. These comments, along with information about changes in the electricity sector,
were carefully considered. Accordingly, as reflected in President Obama’s June 25 Memorandum to the
Administrator of the EPA, the agency decided to issue a new proposal and has been working to develop
that proposal in light of the comments and information.

The Memorandum directs the EPA to issue its new proposal by no later than September 20, 2013, and to
“issue a final rule in a timely fashion after considering all public comments, as appropriate.” The
President has also made clear that a diverse energy supply is needed, and as a Hoosier myself,
understand the importance of this to the people of Indiana. You have my assurance that any final rule that
the EPA issues will reflect the agency’s best analysis of the issues raised in your letter and of overall cost
and achievability.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may call
Josh Lewis in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at (202) 564-2095.

Sincerely,

N SQule

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator

internet Address (URL) « http //iwww epa.gov
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The Honorable Gina McCarthy
July 28, 2015
Page 2

Indeed, states are currently investing substantial administrative resources to make up lost time. Tt
could prove burdensome to force states to implement a new ozone standard at the same time they
are only starting to implement the current one. We believe allowing sufficient time for existing
measures to take hold, before setting a new ozone standard, would yield the desired results EPA
is currently seeking.

While we recognize that EPA is under court order to complete its review of the ozone
NAAQS, EPA has requested comment on maintaining the existing standard. We believe the full
implementation of a standard of 75 ppb is in line with EPA goals and the ideals set forth under
the Clean Air Act and, could possibly, by the next five year review, achieve lower emissions
standards than originally sought. It is clear from the past that ozone standards can only achieve
the desired results if they are allowed time to be fully implemented. EPA should keep in mind
the newly laid out requirements in the delayed 2008 ozone NAAQS when considering whether to
finalize a new, potentially stricter, standard. Therefore, we request EPA allow time for the
benefits of the current ozone standard to become effective by retaining the current ozone
standard.

Sincerely, , ?f
T T /&‘( /ZZZ:‘“
Robert E. Latta Gene Green
Member of Congress Member of Congress

Mike Kelly J Pete Olson

Member of Congress Member of Congress
5 4 +< ' S ? \

Ahn Kirkpatrick | / Kev¥in Cramer

Member of Congress Member of Congress
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Magber of Congress
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July 28,2015
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Ralph Abraham
Member of Congress

Thomas Massie
Member of Congress

Mengber of Congress

Earl “Buddy” arter ; -

Member of Congress
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Pete Sessions
Member of Congress

Bill Flores
Member of Congress
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Mike Bost
Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress .~
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Mgfnber of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Markwayhe Mullin
Member of Congress

Alex Mooney g

Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member,of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress

Member of Congress

Foet 2
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Member of Congress

David Schweikert
Member of Congress
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Cedric Richmond
Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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Member of Congress
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AIR AND RA

The Honorable Luke Messer
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Messer:

OFFICELOF

IATION

|
|
I

Thank you for your letter of July 28, 2015, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy regarding the Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) propoged rule.

The Administrator asked that I respond on her behalf.

As you know, the EPA sets NAAQS to protect public health and the environment from six common

pollutants, including ground-level ozone. The Clean Air Act requires the EPA to review these st
every five years to ensure that they are sufficiently protective. On November 25, 2014, the EPA
proposed to strengthen the NAAQS for ground-level ozone, based on extensive scientific evider
ozone's effects.

andards

rce about

As you note we have made great progress in improving air quality and public health in the United States,

and it has not come at the expense of our economy. Indeed, over the past 40 years, air pollution
decreased by nearly 70 percent while the economy has tripled. The recently adopted clean air re

has
gulations

you mention will certainly improve ozone levels across the country, and as a result, we expect more

areas to have improved air quality in the future.

[ appreciate your comments on the ozone proposal and have asked my staff to place your letter in the

docket for the rulemaking.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may

contact Josh Lewis in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
lewis joshia epa.goy or (202) 564-2095.

Sincerely,

N &Sl

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov

i
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@Congress of the United States
Washington, DE 20515

June 12, 2014

Gina McCarthy

Environmental Protection Agency
Office of the Administrator #1101A
1200 Pennsylvania Ave, NW
Washington, DC 20460

Dear Administrator McCarthy:

At the end of the 111th Congress, a bill sponsored by Congressmen Henry Waxman and Ed Markey that
would have instituted a “cap-and-trade” system to regulate carbon emissions was rejected by the United
States Senate.

We believe that the proposed draft regulation that your Agency published on Monday, June 2, 2014, entitled
“Emission Guidelines for Existing Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units” seeks to achieve
exactly what the United States Senate rejected. More importantly, we believe that the authority to limit carbon
emissions, even if that were actually a necessity, rests in neither the Constitution nor the Clean Air Act but in
the true free market of individual choices made by the American people. When Americans are free to dream
and innovate — not coerced by regulators in Washington who will never have exclusive knowledge of science
or the newest technologies — we believe they will always find cheaper, cleaner, safer, and more efficient ways
to use and produce energy.

When we try to manage our economy to achieve certain ends, the result is always less innovation and
therefore slower economic growth. The American Coalition for Clean Coal Electricity found that regulations
with similar goals will cost 178,000 jobs each year for fifteen years. The Heritage Foundation estimates that
the effect of this and other unnecessary regulations will decrease aggregate gross domestic product by mote
than §2 trillion through 2038, and the average family will lose $1,200 in annual income by 2023.

In short, Madame Administrator, we believe this carbon dioxide regulation — whose implementation is legally
questionable at best — would do untold harm to the American people and our economy for decades to come.

We demand that you immediately rescind this unwise and unconstitutional regulation. We eagerly await your
written response.

Blessings and Liberty,

e b Fosa Ling
Jeff D cag‘ Jeb #ensarling
s

Membe} of Con ress Member of Congres
' J

i
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OFFICE| OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Luke Messer
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Messer:

Thank you for your letter of June 12, 2014, to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy regarding the Clean Power Plan for Existing Power Plants that was signed by the
Administrator on June 2, 2014, and published in the Federal Register on June 18,2014. The
Administrator asked that I respond on her behalf.

Climate change induced by human activities is one of the greatest challenges of our time. It already
threatens human health and welfare and our economic well-being, and if left unchecked, it will have
devastating impacts on the United States and the planet. Power plants are the largest source of ¢carbon
dioxide emissions in the United States, accounting for roughly one-third of all domestic gree
emissions.

The Clean Power Plan aims to cut energy waste and leverage cleaner energy sources by doing two
things. First, it uses a national framework to set achievable state-specific goals to cut carbon pallution
per megawatt hour of electricity generated. Second, it empowers the states to chart their own paths to
meet their goals. The proposal builds on what states, cities and businesses around the country are already
doing to reduce carbon pollution, and when fully implemented in 2030, carbon emissions will be
reduced by approximately 30 percent from the power sector across the United States when compared
with 2005 levels. In addition, we estimate the proposal will cut the pollution that causes smog and soot
by 25 percent, avoiding up to 100,000 asthma attacks and 2,100 heart attacks by 2020.

Before issuing this proposal, the EPA heard from more than 300 stakeholder groups from around the
country to learn more about what programs are already working to reduce carbon pollution. These
meetings, with states, utilities, labor unions, nongovernmental organizations, consumer groups, industry,
and others, reaffirmed that states are leading the way. The Clean Air Act provides the tools to build on
these state actions in ways that will achieve meaningful reductions and recognizes that the way we
generate power in this country is diverse, complex and interconnected.

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable @ Printed with Vegetable Qil Based inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chiorine Free Recycled Paper



We appreciate your views about the effects of the proposal. As you know, we are currently seekj
public comment on the proposal, and we encourage you and all interested parties to provide us v
detailed comments on all aspects of the proposed rule. The public comment period will remain o
120 days, until October 16, 2014. We have submitted your letter to the rulemaking docket, but a
comments can be submitted via any one of these methods:

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff m
contact Josh Lewis in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
lewis.josh@epa.gov or at (202) 564-2095.

ng

vith
pen for
dditional

Federal eRulemaking portal: http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the online instructions for

submitting comments.

E-mail: A-and-R-Docket@epa.gov. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 in the

subject line of the message.

Fax: Fax your comments to: 202-566-9744. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 on

the cover page.
Mail: Environmental Protection Agency, EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC), Mailcode 2822

1T,

Attention Docket ID No. OAR-2013-0602, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, DC

20460.

Hand Delivery or Courier: Deliver your comments to: EPA Docket Center, Room 3334,
Constitution Ave., NW, Washington, DC, 20460. Such deliveries are only accepted durin
Docket’s normal hours of operation, and special arrangements should be made for delive
boxed information.

Sincerely,

N &SQulr

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
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The Honorable Luke Messer
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Messer:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) Superfund program will adding the Garden City
Ground Water Plume site, located in Garden City, Indiana, to the National Priorities List (NPL) by
rulemaking. The EPA received a governor/state concurrence letter supporting the listing of this site on
the NPL. Listing on the NPL provides access to federal cleanup funding for the nation’s highest priority
contaminated sites.

Because the site is located within your congressional district, | am providing information to help in
answering questions you may receive from your constituency. The information includes a brief
description of the site, and a general description of the NPL listing process.

If you have any questions, please contact me or your staff may contact Raquel Snyder, in the EPA’s
Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations, at (202) 564-9586. We expect the rule to be
published in the Federal Register in the next several days.

Sincerely,

N

Mathy Stanislaus
Assistant Administrator

Enclosures
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@onaress of the Unifed States
Washington, BE 20515

January 15, 2014

The Honorable Gina McCarthy
Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Ariel Rios Building

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, Northwest
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Administrator McCarthy,

We are writing to request a sixty day extension of the comment petiod for the Environmenta) Protection
Agency’s proposed rule titled Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New
Stationary Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units (RIN 2060-AQ91).

Given the 2.5 million comments EPA received for the previous version of this rule and the many
stakeholders who could be affected, we believe a comment period extension is appropriate.

As you know, the EPA’s actions have far-reaching implications, and this proposed rule affects not only
coal and natural gas companies but also energy-intensive industries like manufacturing and construction
as well as average American families trying to pay their electric bills.

Given that nearly forty percent of electricity in the United States is generated by coal, it is especially
important to carefully consider both the short- and long-term ramifications of this proposal. In some
states nearly ninety percent of electricity is coal-powered, so consumers could be especially hard-hit. We
have already heard an outpouring of concern from constituents alarmed about this proposal’s impact on
energy affordability, job creation, and long-term economic growth. Allowing stakeholders additional
time to comment will ensure those wishing to share their views are able to do so and will enable the EPA
to more fully consider public opinion.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. We look forward to working with you to develop
commonsense policies that protect our precious natiral resources while creating jobs, lowering costs, and
boosting our economy.

Sincerely,

acteed Watorstes

Jackie Walorski
Member of Congress

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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The Honorable Luke Messer
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Messer:

Thank you for your letter of January 15, 2014, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator
Gina McCarthy. In the letter, you and your colleagues request a 60-day extension of the public comment
period for the proposed “Standards of Performance for Greenhouse Gas Emissions from New Stationary
Sources: Electric Utility Generating Units,” also known as the Carbon Pollution Standards, which were
published in the Federal Register on January 8, 2014. The Administrator has asked that I respond on her
behalf.

The proposal included a public comment period of 60 days, which would have ended on March 10,
2014. We have now extended the public comment period on the proposed Carbon Pollution Standards
for new power plants by an additional 60 days, to May 9, 2014. This will ensure that the public has
sufficient time to review and comment on all of the information available, including the proposed rule,
the notice of data availability, and other materials in the docket.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Josh Lewis in the EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
lewis.josh@epa.gov or (202) 564-2095.

Sincerely,

N &SQLe

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator

Internet Address (URL) @ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable e Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chiorine Free Recycled Paper












EPA Administrator Scott Pruitt
June 21, 2017
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cc: Justin Schwab
Deputy General Counsel
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency



Congress of the nited States
Washington, BEC 20515

May 1,2014

The Honorable Gina McCarthy The Honorable John M. McHugh
Administrator Secretary

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Department of the Army

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW The Pentagon, Room 3E700
Washington, D.C. 20460 Washington, D.C. 20310

Dear Administrator McCarthy and Secretary McHugh:

We write to express our serious concerns with the proposed rule re-defining the scope of federal
power under the Clean Water Act (CWA) and ask you to return this rule to your Agencies in
order to address the legal, economic, and scientific deficiencies of the proposal.

On March 25, 2014, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) released a proposed rule that would assert CWA jurisdiction over nearly all
areas with any hydrologic connection to downstream navigable waters, including man-made
conveyances such as ditches. Contrary to your agencies’ claims, this would directly contradict
prior U.S. Supreme Court decisions, which imposed limits on the extent of federal CWA
authority. Although your agencies have maintained that the rule is narrow and clarifies CWA
jurisdiction, it in fact aggressively expands federal authority under the CWA while bypassing
Congress and creating unnecessary ambiguity. Moreover, the rule is based on incomplete
scientific and economic analyses.

The rule is flawed in a number of ways. The most problematic of these flaws concerns the
significant expansion of areas defined as “waters of the U.S.” by effectively removing the word
“navigable” from the definition of the CWA. Based on a legally and scientifically unsound view
of the “significant nexus” concept espoused by Justice Kennedy, the rule would place features
such as ditches, ephemeral drainages, ponds (natural or man-made), prairie potholes, seeps, flood
plains, and other occasionally or seasonally wet areas under federal control.

Additionally, rather than providing clarity and making identifying covered waters “less
complicated and more efficient,” the rule instead creates more confusion and will inevitably
cause unnecessary litigation. For example, the rule heavily relies on undefined or vague
concepts such as “riparian areas,” “landscape unit,” “floodplain,” “ordinary high water mark” as
determined by the agencies’ “best professional judgment” and “aggregation.” Even more
egregious, the rule throws into confusion extensive state regulation of point sources under
various CWA programs.

In early December of 2013, your agencies released a joint analysis stating that this rule would
subject an additional three percent of U.S. waters and wetlands to CWA jurisdiction and that the
rule would create an economic benefit of at least $100 million annually. This calculation is
seriously flawed. In this analysis, the EPA evaluated the FY 2009-2010 requests for
jurisdictional determinations — a period of time that was the most economically depressed in
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nearly a century. This period, for example, saw extremely low construction activity and should
not have been used as a baseline to estimate the incremental acreage impacted by this rule. In
addition, the derivation of the three percent increase calculation did not take into account the
landowners who — often at no fault of their own — do not seek a jurisdictional determination, but
rather later learn from your agencies that their property is subject to the CWA. These errors
alone, which are just two of many in EPA’s assumptions and methodology, call into question the
veracity of any of the conclusions of the economic analysis.

Compounding both the ambiguity of the rule and the highly questionable economic analysis, the
scientific report — which the agencies point to as the foundation of this rule — has been neither
peer-reviewed nor finalized. The EPA’s draft study, “Connectivity of Streams and Wetlands to
Downstream Waters: A Review and Synthesis of the Scientific Evidence,” was sent to the EPA’s
Science Advisory Board to begin review on the same day the rule was sent to OMB for
interagency review. The science should always come before a rulemaking, especially in this
instance where the scientific and legal concepts are inextricably linked.

For all these reasons, we ask that this rule be withdrawn and returned to your agencies. This rule
has been built on an incomplete scientific study and a flawed economic analysis. We therefore
ask you to formally return this rule to your agencies.

Sincerely,
CHRIS CE;:iLINS KURT SCHRADER
Member of Congress Member of Congress
BILL SHUSTER LAMAR SMITH
Chairman Chairman
House Committee on House Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure Science, Space, and Technology
FRED UPT DOC HASTINGS
Chai Chairman
House Committee on House Committee on
Energy and Commerce Natural Resources
FRANK LUCAS COLLIN PETERSON
Chairman Ranking Member

House Committee on Agriculture House Committee on Agriculture
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@Congress of the Mnited States
Washington, BE 20515

April 20, 2016

The Honorable Gina McCarthy
Administrator

Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Administrator McCarthy,

We write to you today to express our extreme concern with the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) Region 10 funded whatsupstream.com website and campaign, which recently has come to our
attention. While we appreciate EPA’s recent admission that wrongdoing occurred and that the campaign
should never have been federally funded,' we are still confused why EPA would have approved an award
clearly violating a number of federal laws pertaining to funding propaganda, advocacy, and lobbying
efforts. We find this revelation particularly disturbing, as it follows closely to both the EPA Office of
Inspector General (OIG) questioning of Region 10’s award monitoring and a December 2015
Government Accountability Office (GAO) report that found EPA had committed similar violations on
social media advocacy campaigns supporting EPA’s Waters of the United States (WOTUS) regulation
(also known as the “Clean Water Rule™).

As you are no doubt aware, federal law clearly directs that, “No part of any appropriation
contained in this Act shall be used for publicity or propaganda purposes not authorized by the Congress.””
Further restrictions clearly prohibit federal funds being used for many of the advocacy and publicity
materials used by the whatsupstream.com campaign, including publications, radio, and electronic
communications.” Despite this stark prohibition, the website whatsupstream.com has a button at the top
of its site directing visitors to, “Take Action! We’ve made it simple.” This button loads auto-generated
text that will be sent to the visitor’s respective Washington State legislators, urging the legislators to
support, “stronger laws protecting the health of our water resources in Washington,” by encouraging,
“100-foot natural buffers between agriculture lands and streams.” Additionally this site asserts that, “state
government must hold the agricultural industry to the same level of responsibility as other industries....”
To be clear, whatsupstream.com has a disclaimer at the bottom of its website stating, “This project has
been funded wholly or in part by the United States Environmental Protection Agency.” Based on our
review of EPA Puget Sound Financial and Ecosystem Accounting Tracking System (FEATS) project
reports, it appears that this campaign has been wholly funded by the EPA with no matching funds
provided by any private or state and local government entities.

Currently, the Washington State Department of Ecology is in the process of renewing the
requirements for its National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permits for Concentrated
Animal Feeding Operations (CAFOs). The Washington State legislature has also considered other water
quality and agricultural related legislation during this same time period. These state regulatory and

legislative initiatives were pending and under consideration during the same time of the lobbying efforts
funded by EPA.

! Don Jenkins, Capital Press, April 5, 2016, http://www.capitalpress.com/Nation World/Nation/20160405/epas-
reversal-on-whats-upstream-rings-hollow-to-ag-groups

% Consolidated and Furthering Continuing Appropriations Act, 2013, Public Law 113-6, 127 Stat. 269 (2013)

* Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2014, Public Law 113-76, 128 Stat. 408 (2014)

* EPA Puget Sound Financial and Ecosystem Accounting Tracking Systems, PA-00J322-01, September 30, 2015,
http://blogs.nwifc.org/psp/files/2016/02/Swinomish-FY12-4.1.15-9.30.15.pdf
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What is more disturbing is that a July 14, 2014 report by the EPA’s OIG found that Region 10
EPA project officers, “emphasized overall progress rather than compliance with specific subaward
requirements. This emphasis on overall progress increased the risk that project officers would not detect
issues needing corrective action that might impact the project meeting its goals.” The report also found
that of a sample of ten different EPA subawards, only three had protocols in place to ensure 501(c)(4)
subaward recipients did not engage in lobbying activities.’ Despite these warning signs, an October 30,
2015 EPA Region 10 FEATS report pertaining to the whatsupstream.com project concluded that, “As a
result of extensive review and engagement by EPA, we have been revising the website, and have to [sic]
restarted media outreach.”® This conclusion would seem to suggest that, even in spite of OIG’s report,
EPA reviewed, engaged, and approved of the current whatsupstream.com website that is in blatant
violation of federal law.

As mentioned, on December 14, 2015, GAO issued an opinion finding that EPA violated
propaganda and anti-lobbying laws by using certain social media platforms in association with the
WOTUS regulation. By obligating and expending appropriated funds in violation of specific prohibitions
contained in appropriations acts for fiscal years 2014 and 2015, GAO found EPA also violated the
Antideficiency Act.” The whatsupstream.com campaign appears to be part of an alarming trend where
EPA engages in funding advocacy efforts against the very entities it is seeking to regulate. EPA cannot
systematically choose when it wishes to follow the law and when it does not. Congress has made it
explicitly clear that EPA’s funding may not be used, “for publicity or propaganda purposes designed to
support or defeat any proposed or pending regulation, administrative action, or order issued by the
executive branch of any State or local government.”

We are aware that Senators Inhofe and Roberts recently sent a letter to the EPA OIG requesting
an official audit and investigation into the whatsupstream.com campaign and related activities, and the
House Committee on Agriculture is conducting a related oversight investigation of EPA grant
management. We fully support these requests, and strongly advise EPA’s full and swift cooperation with
all investigations and imminent oversight inquiries into this matter.

Sincerely,
Dan Newheuse i Brad Ashford
Member of Congress Member of Congress

® Collins, Eileen et al., EPA Should Improve Oversight and Assure the Environmental Results of the Puget Sound
Cooperative Agreements (EPA OIG Report No. 14-P-0317) (Washington, DC: Environmental Protection Agency
Office of Inspector General, 2014), 8, https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-09/documents/20140715-
14-p-0317.pdf

8 EPA Puget Sound Financial and Ecosystem Accounting Tracking Systems, PA-00J322-01, October 30, 2015,
http://blogs.nwifc.org/psp/files/2016/02/Swinomish-FY13-4.1.15-9.30.15.pdf

7 Poling, Susan A., Environmental Protection Agency--Application of Publicity or Propaganda and Anti-Lobbying
Provisions (B-326944) (Washington, DC: U.S. Government Accountability Office, 2015),
http://www.gao.gov/assets/680/674163.pdf

8 Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015, Public Law 113-235, 128 Stat. 2393 (2014)
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cc: Mr. Gene Dodaro, Comptroller General, U.S. Government Accountability Office
Mr. Arthur Elkins, Jr., Inspector General, Environmental Protection Agency



Congress of the United States
MWashington, AC 20515

November 1, 2016

The Honorable Gina McCarthy
Administrator

Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Madam Administrator:

The undersigned Members of the U.S. House of Representatives are writing to express our
concern with the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) draft ecological risk assessment on
atrazine. In its present form, it would have a significant negative impact on farmers and rural
communities nationwide.

Atrazine has been used for decades as an effective herbicide for tens of thousands of growers,
and it is particularly important for corn, sugar cane and sorghum producers. Moreover, it is one
of the most thoroughly studied herbicides used today, accounting for nearly 7,000 scientific
studies. Unfortunately, EPA’s draft ecological risk assessment throws its future use into doubt,
an outcome that, according to many, may not be scientifically justified. This criticism appears to
be borne out by the agency’s approach, where it is setting standards on studies that the EPA’s
own Science Advisory Panel considered “flawed” in 2012.

When used properly and in accordance with label instructions, atrazine is one of the most vital
herbicides available to farmers. It has been used safely for more than fifty years and is a critical
tool in assuring the sustainability of many farms nationwide. Farmers are great stewards of their
land, and they understand the importance of using safe products on their crops. Limiting atrazine
would create a reliance on more expensive and environmentally harmful pesticides, and make
conservation efforts more difficult by impeding farming methods such as no-till or strip-till.

It would be irresponsible to greatly restrict one of the safest and most trusted herbicides on the
market. Various economic analysis studies show farming without atrazine could cost growers up
to $59 per acre. This is especially detrimental to the small family farms that would be hurt by an
unsubstantiated government decision.
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With this information in mind we ask that you take into account the needs of farmers and use
sound science when finalizing the ecological risk assessment for atrazine. It is imperative that
EPA take the science and public comments seriously and revise the preliminary ecological risk
assessment using the best available data. We look forward to your response.

Sincerely,

e Buck- @e

Ken Buck
Member of Congress

ipton
Member of Congress
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DEC 1 6 2016

OFFICE OF CHEMICAL SAFETY
AND POLLUTION PREVENTION

The Honorable Luke Messer
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Messer:

Thank you for your November 1, 2016, letter to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding
atrazine. Atrazine is currently undergoing re-evaluation at the EPA as part of the agency’s mandated
periodic review of registered pesticides.

As part of this process, the EPA released atrazine’s draft ecological risk assessment for public comment
in June 2016. The comment period closed on October 5, 2016. We will add your letter to the docket to
capture it in the public record. The draft assessment does not recommend restrictions — i.e., measures to
mitigate risks — on atrazine. Rather, the purpose of publishing the draft ecological risk assessment is to
present information based on current science and policy and to solicit comments on the agency’s
methodologies, data and studies used to assess the potential ecological risks associated with the use of
atrazine. In 2017, the agency anticipates completing the draft human health risk assessment and
convening a Federal, Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) Scientific Advisory Panel
(SAP) on the revised ecological risk assessment, after which, we will update the ecological risk
assessment.

After the EPA has reviewed and considered the public and the SAP comments, then we will determine
whether any mitigation measures on atrazine are necessary to address risk issues. That consideration will
include a careful weighing of the risks posed by atrazine and the benefits of its use. The EPA is aware of
the issues regarding the potential trade-off between atrazine usage and nutrient/water quality
conservation. As with the draft risk assessments, the public will have an opportunity to comment on the
agency’s proposed mitigation measures and we will evaluate and consider the comments before making

a decision.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may
contact Sven-Erik Kaiser in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at
kaiser.sven-erik@epa.gov or (202) 566-2753.

Sincerely,

Internet Address (URL) « http*//www.epa gov
Recycled/Recyclable - Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper




Congress of the fnited States
Mashington, BE 20515

June 29, 2017

The Honorable Scoft Pruitt Licutenant General Todd Semonite
Administrator Chief

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
1200 Pennsylvama Avenue, NW 441 G Street NW

Washington, D.C. 20460 Washington, DC 20314

Dear Administrator Pruitt and Lieutenant General Semonite,

The undersigned members of Congress write in support of the Administration’s recent efforts to
review and rescind the controversial Waters of the U.S. (WOTUS) rule under the Clean Water
Act (33 U.S.C.1344). Following interagency review by the Office of Management and Budget, a
proposal to withdraw the rule has been signed for publication in the Federal Register. Mirroring
this proposal, this delegation also urges a permanent withdrawal of the current WOTUS rule and
limitations on funding for any implementation.

Finalized on June 29, 2015, the Obama Administration’s WOTUS rule, if implemented would
give the federal government excessive authonty to regulate any body of water considered
“navigable” in scope. While the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeal’s injunction temporarily blocked
this rule’s implementation, it is still imperative that this unduly expansive rule be permanently
rescinded. We believe that the definition of “navigable waters” is overly vague, exceeds the
authority provided by Congress, and perpetually hinders the property rights of farmers, ranchers,
and business owners across Indiana. Landowners subject to the rule are perfectly capable of
protecting lands and keeping applicable waters free of pollution. Furthermore, permanent
withdrawal of the current WOTUS rule will foster a regulatory environment that promotes, rather
than punishes, economic productivity.

It is because of the concerns listed above that we support this Administration’s proposed rule to
rescind the current WOTUS rule and proceed with development of a new rule that is more
reflective of Congressional intent. We believe the American farmers, ranchers, landowners, and
small business owners deserve a regulatory environment that incentivizes economic growth,
minimizes uncertainty, and re-emphasizes respect for the roles of Congress and the states
authorized under the Constitution.

We look forward to working with your agencies to coordinate this effort and firmly believe that a
permanent withdrawal of the current WOTUS rule will best serve Indiana as well as this nation’s
interests. Thank you for your attention to and thorough review of this matter.

@ML | S acza Wakorsk

BANKS (IN-3) JACKIE WALORSKI (IN-2)
Aember of Congress Member of Congress
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44, Representative Brett Guthrie
45. Representative Pete Sessions
46. Representative Bill Flores

47. Representative Austin Scott
48. Representative Scott DesJarlais
49. Representative Michael Burgess
50. Senator Roger Wicker

51. Senator James Inhofe

52. Senator Shelley Moore Capito
53. Senator Ben Sasse

54. Senator Tom Cotton
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NOV 2 4 2014

OFFICE OF
AIR AND RADIATION

The Honorable Luke Messer
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Messer:

Thank you for your letter of October 10, 2014, to U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Administrator Gina McCarthy regarding the Clean Power Plan for Existing Power Plants that
was signed by the Administrator on June 2, 2014, and published in the Federal Register on June
18, 2014. The Administrator asked that [ respond on her behalf.

Climate change induced by human activities is one of the greatest challenges of our time. It
already threatens human health and welfare and our economic well-being, and if left unchecked,
it will have devastating impacts on the United States and the planet. Power plants are the largest
source of carbon dioxide emissions in the United States, accounting for roughly one-third of all
domestic greenhouse gas emissions.

The Clean Power Plan aims to cut energy waste and leverage cleaner energy sources by doing
two things. First, it uses a national framework to set achievable state-specific goals to cut carbon
pollution per megawatt hour of electricity generated. Second, it empowers the states to chart their
own paths to meet their goals. The proposal builds on what states, cities and businesses around
the country are already doing to reduce carbon pollution, and when fully implemented in 2030,
carbon emissions will be reduced by approximately 30 percent from the power sector across the
United States when compared with 2005 levels. In addition, we estimate the proposal will cut the
pollution that causes smog and soot by 25 percent, avoiding up to 100,000 asthma attacks and
2,100 heart attacks by 2020.

Additionally, the EPA projects that the Clean Power Plan will continue—and accelerate—the
trend towards increased energy efficiency and reduced electricity demand. Nationally, this means
that in 2030 when the plan is fully implemented, electricity bills are expected to be roughly 8
percent lower than they would have been otherwise. That would save Americans approximately
$8 on their average monthly residential electricity bill.

Before issuing this proposal, the EPA heard from more than 300 stakeholder groups from around
the country to learn more about what programs are already working to reduce carbon

pollution. These meetings, with states, utilities, labor unions, nongovernmental organizations,
consumer groups, industry, and others, reaffirmed that states are leading the way. The Clean Air

Internet Address (URL) * http //www.epa.gov
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Act provides the tools to build on these state actions in ways that will achieve meaningful
reductions and recognizes that the way we generate power in this country is diverse, complex
and interconnected.

During the week of July 29", the EPA conducted eight full days of public hearings in four cities.
Over 1,300 people shared their thoughts and ideas about the proposal and over 1,400 additional
people attended those hearings.

Recognizing that the proposal asks for comment on a range of issues, some of which are
complex, the EPA initially proposed this rule with a 120-day comment period. The EPA has
decided to extend the comment period by an additional 45 days, in order to get the best possible
advice and data to inform a final rule.

The public comment period will now remain open until December 1, 2014. We encourage you
and all interested parties to provide us with detailed comments on all aspects of the proposed
rule. All comments submitted, regardless of method of submittal, will receive the same
consideration. We have submitted your letter to the rulemaking docket, but additional comments
can be submitted via any one of these methods:

e Federal eRulemaking portal: http://www.regulations.gov. Follow the online instructions
for submitting comments.

e E-mail: A-and-R-Docketiaiepa.gov. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-0602 in
the subject line of the message.

o Fax: Fax your comments to: 202-566-9744. Include docket ID number HQ-OAR-2013-
0602 on the cover page.

e Mail: Environmental Protection Agency, EPA Docket Center (EPA/DC), Mailcode
28221T, Attention Docket ID No. OAR-2013-0602, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW,
Washington, DC 20460.

e Hand Delivery or Courier: Deliver your comments to: EPA Docket Center, Room 3334,
1301 Constitution Ave., NW, Washington, DC, 20460. Such deliveries are only accepted
during the Docket’s normal hours of operation, and special arrangements should be made
for deliveries of boxed information.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff
may contact Cheryl Mackay in the EPA’s Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental
Relations at mackay.cheryl@epa.gov or at (202) 564-2023.

Sincerely,
c\) -./\6 (7 < L’“’*"

Janet G. McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator



Eades, Cassaundra

From:

Sent:

To:

Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

For CMS...

Lewis, Josh

Tuesday, May 27, 2014 1.08 PM

Eades, Cassaundra; Mims, Kathy

Mackay, Cheryl

FW: Member Letter to Administrator McCarthy on Comment Period for upcoming GHG rule
Final GHG 120 day comment period letter.pdf

From: Orth, Patrick [mailto:Patrick.Orth@mail.house.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 2:37 PM

To: Distefano, Nichole; Lewis, Josh

Cc: Baker lll, John; Beukelman, Jan; Hart, Ryan (Rep. Jason Smith)

Subject: Member Letter to Administrator McCarthy on Comment Period for upcoming GHG rule

Nichole and Josh — attached is a letter from 178 bipartisan Members of the House asking ‘for a comment period
of at least 120 days on the forthcoming new source performance standards for existing coal-based power
plants.” My boss, Mr. Johnson (OH), Mr. Thompson (MS), Mr. Smith, and Mr. Matheson were the 4 co-leads
on the letter. I’ve copied the full list of names below since many signatures are hard to read. Please let us know
if you have any questions and have a great holiday weekend.

Best regards,
Patrick

Patrick Orth
Legislative Director

Congressman Bill Johnson, OH-6

202-225-5705

patrick.orth@@mail . house.gov
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Steve King
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Congress of the United States
Washington, BE 20515

May 22,2014

The Honorable Gina McCarthy
Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Administrator McCarthy:

We are writing to request that the Environmental Protection Agency provide a sufficiently long
comment period on its upcoming regulation of greenhouse gases from existing power plants, The
Agency should provide at least a 120 day comment period, given the significant impact this rule
could have on our nation’s electricity providers and consumers, on jobs in communities that have
existing coal-based power plants, and on the economy as a whole.

The upcoming proposal will necessarily be more complex for the industry to deal with than the
proposal for new plants, and stakeholders will need time to analyze the rule and determine its
impact on individual power plants and on the electric system as a whole. This analysis will be
no small undertaking, especially since this will be the first ever regulation of greenhouse gases
from existing power plants. Additionally, since the EPA extended the original 60 day comment
period for the new plant proposal, it makes sense to provide at least the same timeline for the
existing plant rule,

. L
Affordable and reliable electricity is essential to the quality of life to our constituents. While we
can all agree that clean air is important, EPA has an obligation to understand the impacts that
regulations have on all segments of society. As one step toward fulfilling this obligation, we
urge you to provide for a comment period of at least 120 days on the forthcoming new source
performance standards for existing coal-based power plants.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely, -

PoriHl Yo /& M-
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Tuesday, May 27, 2014 1.08 PM
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FW: Member Letter to Administrator McCarthy on Comment Period for upcoming GHG rule
Final GHG 120 day comment period letter.pdf

From: Orth, Patrick [mailto:Patrick.Orth@mail.house.gov]

Sent: Friday, May 23, 2014 2:37 PM

To: Distefano, Nichole; Lewis, Josh

Cc: Baker lll, John; Beukelman, Jan; Hart, Ryan (Rep. Jason Smith)

Subject: Member Letter to Administrator McCarthy on Comment Period for upcoming GHG rule

Nichole and Josh — attached is a letter from 178 bipartisan Members of the House asking ‘for a comment period
of at least 120 days on the forthcoming new source performance standards for existing coal-based power
plants.” My boss, Mr. Johnson (OH), Mr. Thompson (MS), Mr. Smith, and Mr. Matheson were the 4 co-leads
on the letter. I’ve copied the full list of names below since many signatures are hard to read. Please let us know
if you have any questions and have a great holiday weekend.

Best regards,
Patrick

Patrick Orth
Legislative Director

Congressman Bill Johnson, OH-6

202-225-5705

patrick.orth@@mail . house.gov
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Congress of the United States
Washington, BE 20515

May 22,2014

The Honorable Gina McCarthy
Administrator

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20460

Dear Administrator McCarthy:

We are writing to request that the Environmental Protection Agency provide a sufficiently long
comment period on its upcoming regulation of greenhouse gases from existing power plants, The
Agency should provide at least a 120 day comment period, given the significant impact this rule
could have on our nation’s electricity providers and consumers, on jobs in communities that have
existing coal-based power plants, and on the economy as a whole.

The upcoming proposal will necessarily be more complex for the industry to deal with than the
proposal for new plants, and stakeholders will need time to analyze the rule and determine its
impact on individual power plants and on the electric system as a whole. This analysis will be
no small undertaking, especially since this will be the first ever regulation of greenhouse gases
from existing power plants. Additionally, since the EPA extended the original 60 day comment
period for the new plant proposal, it makes sense to provide at least the same timeline for the
existing plant rule,

. L
Affordable and reliable electricity is essential to the quality of life to our constituents. While we
can all agree that clean air is important, EPA has an obligation to understand the impacts that
regulations have on all segments of society. As one step toward fulfilling this obligation, we
urge you to provide for a comment period of at least 120 days on the forthcoming new source
performance standards for existing coal-based power plants.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely, -

PoriHl Yo /& M-
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Luke Messer
6" District, Indiana

Committee on the Budget

Committee on Education
and the Waorkforce

Committee on Foreign Affairs
Freshman Class President

Assistant Republican Whip

Congress of the United States
House of Representatives

Washington, DC 20515

Washington Office:

508 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515
(202) 225-3021

District Offices:

107 West Charles Street
Muncie, IN 47305
(765) 747-5566

50 North 5* Street, 2" Floor
Richmond, iN 47374
(765) 962-2883

October 8, 2013

Ms. Laura Vaught

Associate Administrator for Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations
Environmental Protection Agency

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Room 3426 ARN

Washington, DC 20460-0003

Re: Thomas Brewster
SS#: 305-50-5183

Dear Ms. Laura Vaught:

This is in reference to the environmental complaint from our constituent s
B Ve have also forwarded his complaint to Medicare as well.

I would appreciate any information that you could provide to me regarding our
constituent's concern.

All future correspondence concerningi S casc may be sent to my Muncie
District Office located at 107 West Charles Street, Muncie, Indiana 47304,

Sincerely,
Luke Messer
Member of Congress

LM/kp

MESSER.HOUSE.GOV
Printed on Recycled Paper



Luke Messer C on gre SS Washington Office:
Sixth District, Indiana

08 Cannon House Office Buildin,

of the United States e o015
202) 225-3382
House of Representatives o
WaShingtOH, DC 205 1 5 107 W. Charles Street

Muncie, IN 47305
(765) 747-5566
Fax: (765) 747-5586

50 North 5" Street
Richmond, IN 47374
(765) 962-2883
Fax; (765) 962-3225

Authorization in Accordance with the 1974 Privacy Act
Name: JE___I-
mu EE .

ci:_ T M E B
s DO Voo

Social Security #: - Claim #:

Attorney: Attorney Phone#:

Please describe the specific information you are requesting or the exact nature of the problem you
are experiencing. Send copies of any relevant information (DO NOT SEND ORIGINALS). Please
indicate if you have a representative working for you. Use extra paper if necessary.
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THE PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 PROHIBITS THE GOVERNMENT FROM REVEALING ANY INFORMATION FROM PERSONAL FILES OF
INDIVIDUALS WITHOUT THE EXPRESS PERMISSION OF THE PERSON INVOLVED. DISCLOSURE OF PERSONAL RECORDS TO A
MEMBER OF CONGRESS WHO IS ACTING ON BEHALF OF THE CONSTITUENT IS PROHIBITED, UNLESS THE INDIVIDUAL TO
WHOM THE RECORD PERTAINS HAS CONSENTED.

I, the undersigned, hereby authorized the office of U.S. Representative Luke Messer to receive
information in my file pertinent to his inquiry on my behalf.



Presentation by

For the purpose of a question
Concerning fraud of Medicare due to

The use of Biological Agents



The next pages recount the experiences; | personally had while in{SJ Sl i» synopsis and rough
outline form. My medical records and receipts for rent can confirm the validity of my claims.

Furthermore, some patterns were observed in the amounts or volumes of gases used and the toxicity (

toxic effects on my body ) of the gases. The[{JJil] Inn was where | resided longest at approximately,
one decade of time.

All of that effect plus more from fumes at my next apartment, culminated in my prostate and kidneys
shutting-down. Since my hospital stay | have been steadily trying to work to improve my body and
mind.

| left dialysis sessions on my own cognizance after realizing my progress would not improve any further;
because of, the weakening effects on my body from the strain on my body from the dialysis effects.
Even though | did not get the tubes shoved-down my jugular vein into my heart removed for
approximately one year after it had been inserted by that time, the innovative material so constructed
to allow flesh to attach to it, had attached so much flesh that it took a lot more cutting-off of the flesh
and continuously finding more flesh attached while | attempted not to scream-out in revulsion every
time pulling on the tubes still attached happened until extra holes and separate pieces were all finally
pulled-out of my heart and vein!!!

The reason that | could have the tube removed was that | had a fistula put in my arm as another way
dialysis could still work if required. The surgeon said that he thought it was a good plan.

| did feel fortunate getting done doubly so; because of, the turmoil going-on in the medical profession.
Namely, the Baby Boomers trying to retire and the Gravy Train is over.



Biological Agent Spewings

Biological Agents; Chemical Compounds that exist in the air from a source that should not be there;
because of, the effects on organic life. Example: Poliution

I. Observations:

A.

Odors/Smells .

1. Four to five locations where 1 had lived in Muncie Indiana since 1987 ...
Hiatus... 1990, or, so, ...

2. Buses
a. Exhaust
b. Inside of the buses/ventilation — more than carbon dioxide levels
c. Inside the MITs transit station

3. Places of business
a. Grocery Stores especially the produce departments
b. Department stores
¢. Hotels/Motels
d. Business supplies

4, Effect on the environment
a. The previous trees around the courthouse were dying from the exhaust of
traffic, mainly MITs buses continuously driving by them ... circa ... 2010
2012.

5. My own health records

a. My condition was an emaciated body eating itself to death; because, | could
not keep-down solid foods nor liquids for two weeks. After, starting
catherization and dialysis, three more days passed before I could keep liquids
down. | survived on plasma during that time,

b. The environment at the Muncie Inn and the apartment afterwards was
complicated with gases observed 24/7, continuously. Until someone
suggested going to the hospital { or, Urgent Care/Who told me to go to the
Hospital. Hospitalized for kidney failure the end of July 2012.

c. Since the hospital stay at I. U. Health Center, | stayed in a nursing center for
rehabilitation. Where | was helped to obtain my birth certificate, State
approved photo ID and Social security card. And then, Medicare Part A and B
and finally Medicaid were procured.



d. After waiting an interminable amount of time, from an original apartment to
shelters to motel to ravaged apartment to rehabilitation to hotel and finally
to an apartment, hoping for a better environment. Unfortunately, the
spewings Into my new apartment almost right-away!!! Even though | have
been working with the staff at Cambridge Square, we have been unable to
ascertain the source of the smells/odors. Now, an outsource representing
the E.P.A. will be needed to ascertain how much or if any at all gases or
residues are found. And, even though the residues are found, if they cannot
prove the presence of biological agents, | would be charged with the $900.00
to $1,000.00 fee. This is money that | do not even havell!

6. My latest health records;

a. |am getting together new health records with my latest bout with so
intense of spewings, 24/7, at my new apartment that congestion leading to
hacking coughing and inflamed bronchial tubes, so said the doctor who
examined me, similar to an asthma conditionl!! .



Conclusio

| have no preconceived ideas of how much good my presentation can do, butt, | do know some things
need be done to curb the rampant robbing and infrastructure damages being done to the country these
past twenty-five years or so. If the tide is not stemmed, then, the United States of America will no
longer exist.

The Pattern described here is symptomatic with every other pattern being used to destroy America. All
that is needed is being honest enough to observe the data and try to see the truth of the matter. The
colonists had a flag that said “ Don’t Tread on Me “; we can already see so much destruction in
infrastuctures of every kind that we could say that there is no longer anything to tread-on.

| do not know how many others have started reporting-on what has interminably been going-on, butt,
there could be a lot more citizens willing to say what they have observed over the decades of time, two
and one-half decades, approximately!!!

As long-as such High Treasonous acts are perpetuated upon the citizens of the United States of America,
how can people ( and, people always solved the problems ) think let-a-lone solve the problems facing
our species and every species for centuries of time, already???

How long does it take to wake-up the people let-a-lone those in positions capable of stopping what is
still going-on???

The Computer still awaits the reply ...
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United States Environmental Protection Agency
Regional Administrator
Region b
77 West Jackson Boulevard
Chicago, IL 60604-3590

NOV 15 203

The Honorable Luke Messer

Membet, U.S. House of
Representatives

107 West Charles Street

Mungcie, Indiana 47304

Dear Congressman Messer:

Thank you for your October 8, 2013 letter xegardmg your constituent _
concerns about environmental health impacts in Muncie, Indiana.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency works with the Indiana Department of
Environmental Management (IDEM) to protect human health and the environment. IDEM
regularly performs inspections in Muncije to identify and address violations of environmental
statutes. EPA spoke to the IDEM air compliance manager for the Muncie area and learned that
there are no significant pending environmenta) issues or open enforcement cases in the vicinity
of DN csidcnce. Furthexmore, this area meets all National Ambient Air Quality
Standards, the air standards designed to protect sensitive populations from the harmful effects of
six major air pollutants. For more information, please contact Phil Pexry, Chief of the IDEM
Office of Air Quality/Compliance andEnforcement Branch, at (317) 232-8457.

Regarding [ NG oncerns with indoor air quality, EPA does not have authority fo
address indoor air pollutants. However, he may want to contact the City of Muncie Building
Commissioner’s Office at (765) 747-4362 to request that his apartment be inspected f01 building
code violations.

Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questidns, please contact me or your staff
may contact Ronna Beckmann or Denise Fortin, the Region 5 Congressional Liaisons, at
(312) 886-3000. ‘

Sincerely,

==

Susan Hedman
Regional Administrator
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stated, “Well that’s not what the Supreme Court said, but we assume that the courts will make
that judgement over time or will leave that to EPA to make their own judgement.” When pressed
further, you responded by saying, . . . the Supreme Court didn’t speak to that issue. The only
thing they spoke to was the stay of the rule. They didn’t speak to any tolling or what it meant in
terms of compliance time.”

As the Department of Justice’s own conclusions make clear, the Court did speak to tolling when
it granted the applications for relief that explicitly or implicitly requested the tolling of
compliance deadlines. Those Court orders necessarily and irrevocably extended the CPP’s
deadlines, allowing states to hit “pause” on compliance measures during legal challenge of the
CPP, so that states are not required to spend billions of dollars on immense, and in many cases
irreversible, actions to implement a regulation that may never come. This harm is what drove
petitioners to request relief from the Supreme Court in the first place.

We are concerned that your statements before Congress undermine the certainty that the
American people deserve and the Supreme Court was seeking to provide when it granted
applications to stay the CPP and toll its deadlines. If ambiguity here drives states and
stakeholders to meet all CPP compliance deadlines anyway, then the Court’s action will be
meaningless.

In order to provide clarity to the states, utilities, and other critical stakeholders, we respectfully
ask you to provide answers to the following questions:

1. Two of the applications for relief from the CPP submitted to the Supreme Court explicitly
asked the Court to extend all CPP deadlines for a period equal to that of the stay. The
Department of Justice concluded that all of the applications made the same request, if not
explicitly, then implicitly. The Court granted these requests for relief without any
limitation. How do you reconcile these facts with your claim that “the Court didn’t speak
to any tolling™?

2. Did any EPA official review the Department of Justice’s brief in response to the
applications before that brief was submitted to the Supreme Court?

3. Atany point before the Supreme Court issued its orders on February 9, 2016, did any
EPA official object to language in the Department of Justice’s brief concluding that
granting the stay “would necessarily and irrevocably extend every deadline set forth in
the Rule”? Does EPA now disagree with that conclusion? If so, please provide EPA’s
official legal interpretation.

4. Is EPA relying on specific precedent to conclude the stay order does not toll all deadlines
outlined in the final CPP rule? If so, include any such examples or case law in EPA’s
interpretive memo as requested in question 3 above.

5. If EPA does not disagree with the Department of Justice’s conclusion that the relief
requested and granted by the Court “necessarily and irrevocably” extends all CPP
deadlines, then what steps is EPA taking to prepare to extend all CPP deadlines in the
event the stay is lifted?
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